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tion, local and family police, hereditary vassaldom, rights of
compulsion and ban, stringent game-laws, hunting monopo-
lies, and absolute dependence of the peasants and labourers
upon the landowning authorities and officials.    One would
think, therefore, that a downright Junker, finding himself
the sole, uncontrolled and  irresponsible  Minister of the
country in question, would not take the initiative in putting
an end to thin Junker-Idyll, but would wait at least until he
should be compelled to do so.    This, however, was not the
case.    Nobody  exercised  any pressure  upon him.     He
might have secured the whole "institution" under lock and
key if, on the occasion of the "hereditary homugings " he
had agreed to  the demands  of the "Staende" (unionist
whom, under the leading of their Syndic, Wittrock, strong
(Juelphic tendencies prevailed) and had advised the king to
promise that the local Constitution should be maintained in
force.    Insteid  of this we  see that, being at the time a
Minister,  he   firmly   withstood   the   pretensions   of   the
"Siaendo," and met their threat of refusing to do homage with
the counter-threat of exhorting all who should be present at
the ecclesiastical act of homaging to perform that rite by
acclamation*     Subsequently we see that he  took  rapid
legislative steps   to bring about the abolition of all the
prerogatives above recited, and to free the working-classes
of Laucnburg from the dependence in which they had
thitherto been kept by the four chief officials of the 1 hichy,
in virtue of plenary powers conferred upon them by " local
institutions" with respect to  the preventive and   punitive
police alike.    Would a Junker have been disposed to pitch
ail these antique prerogatives out of window?

In that very same Laiumburg, where light was thus shed
upon feudal darkness in 1865, the apostles of Progressist
agitation had the audacity, during the autumn parliamentary